Text of Plea 
For Probe 
By Jury 

Charles R. Ward, who re- ; 
signed Tuesday as first as- 
sistant district attorney, to- : 
day asked the Orleans Parish 
Grand Jury to investigate : 
charges that an effort was 
made to blackmail the dis- 
trict attorney’s office into 
settling a claim against a 
bonding company. 

"Ward handed the Letter to 
Fernand S. Lapeyre, foreman ; 
of the jury. Ward wrote: - 

Dear Mr* Lapeyre: 

Please consider this request 
for a grand jury investigation 
into what I believe is attempt- - 
ed extortion* It is my belief : 
and considered legal opinion 
that an attempt has been 
made by Mr. Ralph Kaskell, 
of the law firm of Deutsch, 
Kerrigan and Stiles, to extort 
from the district attorney’s of- 
fice a favorable settlement for 
his client, Maryland Insur- 
ance Co., an insurance com- 
pany doing business in New 
Orleans, insuring bail bonds* 
He has attempted to obtain a 
settlement of a claim for 
more than $500,000 for the 
sum of $100,000 by threatening : 
to reveal an alleged act of 
public bribery allegedly in- 
volving me as chief assistant 
district attorney* These al- 
legations are unquestionably 
false, and are known by Mr* 
Kaskell and Deutsch, Kerri- 
gan and Stiles to be totally 
worthless as evidence in a 
court of law or anywhere else* 

Public extortion has been 
defined as: 

Extortion is the communi- 
cation of threats to another 
with the intention thereby to 
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obtain anything of value or 
any acquittance, advantage, 
or immunity of any descrip- 
tion. The following kinds of 
threats shall be sufficient to 
constitute extortion: 

(!)■■■ 

(2) A threat to accuse the 
individual threatened or any 
member of his family or any 
other person held dear to him 
of any crime; 

(3) * . * 

(4) A threat to expose any 
secret affecting the individual 
threatened or any member of 
his family or any other per- 
son held dear to him, 

A brief summary of the 
facts known to me and which 
I am confident that testimony 
will show are set forth herein 
below: 

Maryland Insurance Co. 
during the past several years 
of its operation in Louisiana 
operated through several 
agents. Acting through these 
agents Maryland Insurance 
Co. incurred certain liabilities 
to the state of Louisiana as 
a result of forfeitures of 
bonds for nonappearances of 
criminals in courts. This lia- 
bility skyrocketed during 136®, 
As a result of the tremen- 
dous increase in liability, de- 
mands for payment were 
made by the district attor- 
ney’s office, Maryland In- 
surance Co. informed the dis- 
trict attorney's office that the 
entire liability could not be 
liquidated upon demand, and 
an installment payment plan 
was proposed by Maryland 
and ultimately accepted by 
the district attorney's office, 
which provided for periodic 
monthly payments to reduce 
the outstanding balance with 
the understanding that all 
! current forfeitures would be 
paid immediately, Maryland 
Insurance Co. did not live 
up to the agreement, and the 
district attorney's oSice 
seised all security deposits 
r belonging to Mainland In- 
surance Co. in Louisiana, 

* The law firm of Deutsch, 
Kerrigan and Stiles was re- 

* tained by Maryland Insur- 
ance Co. to defend them 
against this claim. Mr, Kas- 

' kefl (Deutsch, Kerrigan and 
Sides) assured the district 
I attorney's office, who was 
represented by Mr. Shirley 
Wimberly, that the entire 
amount would be paid in full 
as soon as the entire liability 


could be ascertained. subse- 
quently, in the early part of 
1969, Mr. Kaskell informed 
the district attorney's office 
that an employe of Maryland 
had stolen certain powers of 
attorney which were used in 
New Orleans to write bonds 
illegally* Mr* Kaskell pro- 
posed a compromise of the 
claim asserting the defense 
that agents of Maryland In- 
surance Co. were NOT au- 
thorized to write bonds* This 
offer of compomise was re- 
jected. 

The district attorney's of- 
fice notified the commission- 
er 'of insurance of the out- 
standing liability and a hear- 
ing was held in the commis- 
sioner's office in Baton 
Rouge, April 21, 1969, At the 
bearing Maryland Insurance 
Co. was granted a 30-day 
grace period to liquidate their 
liability. On May 21 the dis- 
trict attorney's office noti- 
fied the commission's office 
by letter that the claim was 


not settled. A copy of this 
letter was sent to Deutsch, 
Kerrigan and Stiles. Mr* Red- 
feam subsequently appeared 
in the district attorney’s of- 
fice and tendered a check for 
“L. $100,000 accompanied by a 

letter which contained words 
to the effect that the com- 
promise was offered to main- 
tain good relations with the 
district attorney’s office. Ibis 
offer of compromise was also 
rejected. 

Mr, Kaskell later made an 
appointment to meet Mr. 
Wimberly and suggested a 
meeting at a downtown bar. 
Mr. Wimberly declined ami 
Mr, Kaskell then made an 
appointment to see Mr, Wim- 
berly in the district attor- 
ney's office on June 6, 1969, 
When Mr* Kaskell appeared 
he refused to discuss business 
in the district attorney’s of- 
fice and suggested that he 
and Mr, Wimberly go to the 
Hopper Kitchen across the 
street. It was at the Kopper 
Kitchen that Mr. Kaskell said 
that he thought the district 
attorney's office should com- 
promise, otherwise it would 
be greatly embarrassed by 
evidence to be produced at 
the hdearing and Kaskell then 
read to Wimberly portions of 


I a deposition which purports 
to involve me, and again 
strongly urged that Wimber- 
ly accept $100,000 as settle- 
ment in full. This offer was 
also rejected, 

Mr. Wimberly promptly 
drafted a memorandum to 
Mr. Garrison informing him 
of the threats. In the memo- 
randum Mr. Wimberly ex- 
pressed the opinion that this 
was sheer “blackmail.” When 
I finally was apprised of the 
affidavits Mr. Garrison also 
expressed the opinion that 
this was “biaekmaE ” 

I am confident that the 
above facts are readily prov* 
able by testimony from wit- 
nesses. Examination of the 
statute prohibiting extortion 
indicates that this type of 
action is prohibited and is 
extortion or “blackmail. 31 

I feel that the grand jury 
is the appropriate investiga- 
tive and accusatorial body 
since these allegations are 
made against a former law 
partner of the present dis- 
trict attorney, and because of 
the very dose and personal 
relationship of Mr* Eberhard 
Deutsch to Mr. Jim Garrison. 

Since I am the subject of 
the threat, I request an op- 
portunity to testify before the 
grand jury in this matter. I 
hereby waive all rights and 
immunities that I may be 
entitled to by virtue of the 
United States Constitution or 
the constitution of the state of 
Louisiana. I will sign a writ- 
ten waiver before I testify. 

I will deeply appreciate 
your consideration of this re- 
quest as promptly as possible* 
Very Truly Yours, 


